“Albert C. Roosma” <roosmas.roost@worldnet.att.net> on 06/05/2001 11:28:35
PM

b
To: "FAR Secretariat” <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
CC.

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Wom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express ny opposition to the Bush administration's proposal to
repeal the Clinton adninistration's rules on federal contractor

responsi bility. The rules require contracting officers to | ook at a conmpany's
record of conplying with the law in deciding whether the conpany is a
"responsible contractor" eligible to receive a federal contract.

As a taxpayer, | want ny tax dollars to go to responsi ble conpani es that
conply with the law, not to corporate |awbreakers. Conpanies that routinely
violate |laws designed to protect the environnment, consuners, workers and ot her
I mportant rights shouldn't be rewarded with val uabl e federal contracts.

That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the law and allows chronic
violators to profit fromtheir |awbreaking.

| urge the Federal Acquisition Re%ul atory Council not to repeal the contractor
responsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect w thout further
del ay.

It is conpletely irresponsible to consider rewarding those contractors who
habitually have been proven |aw breakers. W need stronger standards and
enforcement not |ess.

Si ncerely,

Al bert C. Roosma
1207 Coyote Creek C.
San Jose, CA 96116




